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REGIONAL GROSS DOMESTIC PRODUCT IN THE 
CENTRAL EUROPEAN COUNTRIES 
1. INTRODUCTION 
Negotiations with the first five countries (Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Poland, 
Slovenia) that have applied for membership of the European Union (EU) have recently 
been started. The negotiations with the remaining five (Bulgaria, Latvia, Lithuania, 
Romania, Slovak Republic) will follow later. There is a wide range of topics to be 
discussed, one of the most crucial ones being regional policy. 
Looking at the current discussions on regional and structural policy in the European 
Union, a large part of the discussion on the eligibility of so-called objective 1 and 2 
regions is based on statistical indicators. The most prominent example is regional 
Gross Domestic Product (GDP) per capita being the sole indicator for the eligibility of 
objective 1 regions, i.e. the regions whose development is lagging behind. 
The discussion on future structural policy of the European Union requires the 
estimation of regional GDP per capita not only for the regions of the current EU 
Member States but also for the regions of the Central European Countries (CEC). 
These figures will indicate the regional GDP per capita level of the different regions in 
the CEC as well as their relative position in relation to the EU regions and to the EU 
average, now and in case of enlargements respectively. 
Based on EU methodology, the joint efforts of the statistical services of the CEC and 
corresponding services of the European Commission, with support from the statistical 
offices of Finland, the Netherlands and Austria, achieved comparable figures between 
the regions of the CEC as well as with EU regions. It is planned to update the figures 
regularly in the same rhythm as the figures for the EU Member States. 
The regional levels used in this publication have been determined according to 
principles similar to those used in the establishment of the NUTS (Nomenclature of 
territorial units for statistics - the classification of the regions of the EU Member 
States). However, no formal agreement on the statistical regions to use for the CEC 
will be made before the accession of these countries to the EU. Therefore, regional 
classification used in this publication has no official status 
■2. GROSS DOMESTIC PRODUCT PER CAPITA IN THE 
CENTRAL EUROPEAN COUNTRIES 1996 AT LEVEL 2 
2.1 GDP per capita levels in 1996 
Gross Domestic Product (GDP) per capita for the purpose of European comparisons 
can be measured either in ECU or in Purchasing Power Standards (PPS). If not 
otherwise stated, the following analysis is based on PPS figures taking into account the 
different levels of puchasing power and not just the exchange rate between the national 
currencies and the ECU. The reference period is 1996 except for Bulgaria and Romania 
(each 1995). The regional split in this chapter refers to level 2 (exception: Poland, level 
3) comparable to the NUTS1 2 regions of the European Union2. 
The available data show that the average GDP per capita in the Central European 
Countries (CEC) was some 7,000 PPS in 1996 (6,400 PPS in 1995). The corresponding 
GDP figure for the European Union (EU) was some 2.6 times higher (18,100 PPS in 
1996 and 17,300 PPS in 1995). 
Graph 1 illustrates the values of GDP per capita (in PPS) of the CEC at national level 
in 1996. The values ranged from some 4,700 PPS in Latvia to about 12,200 PPS in 
Slovenia, a ratio of 1 to 2.6. 
Graph 1: National GDP per capita in PPS for the CEC in 1996 
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Looking next at the GDP per capita figures at regional level, the highest value of all 
CEC regions considered was estimated for Praha, the capital region of the Czech 
Republic3 (around 21,700 PPS). Compared to the EU average of 18,100 PPS in 1996 
this figure corresponds to 120 % of the EU average, and was therefore comparable to 
the region of Utrecht in the Netherlands. 
Praha was the only region in the CEC in 1996 that had a GDP per capita figure above 
the EU average. The second highest GDP per capita was estimated for the capital 
region of the Slovak Republic, Bratislavsky (17,500 PPS or 97 % of the EU average). 
EU regions with similar GDP per capita figures in 1996 were Niederbayern in 
Germany, Baleares in Spain and Norra Mellansverige and Övre Norrland in Sweden. 
' Nomenclature of Territorial Units for Statistics 
" Examples of NUTS 2 regions in the EU are « Regierungsbezirke » in Germany or « Regioni » in 
Italy. 
For more details, see table 1 and the annex 
The region with the third highest value, the Hungarian region of Kòzép-Magyarország 
(12,600 PPS, 70 % of the EU average) is already clearly below the two other ones. EU 
regions with similar GDP per capita figures in 1996 were Puglia in Italy, Burgenland in 
Austria, Algarve in Portugal and Cornwall & Isles of Scilly in the United Kingdom (all 
71 %). It could be noted that while the "top three" CEC performers are capital cities 
(Prague, Bratislava and Budapest), the comparable EU-15 regions are more mixed. 
The lowest GDP per capita figures were found in five regions of Poland (level 3, as 
currently no level 2 is defined). The figures were between 4,100 and 4,200 PPS, 
equivalent to 23 % of the EU average. The lowest EU-15 figure is 44% (Ipeiros). There 
were altogether 34 out of the 89 regions considered with a GDP per capita below 30% 
of the EU average. Most of them were regions in Bulgaria, Poland, Romania and also 
Latvia and Lithuania as whole countries. None of the EU regions had such low figures 
in 1996. 
Comparing the highest GDP per capita figure in the CEC (some 21,700 PPS in Praha) 
with the lowest one (around 4,100 PPS in the Polish region of Suwalskie) gives a ratio 
of 1 to 5.3, indicating that the average GDP per capita in PPS in Praha was more than 5 
times higher than in this Polish region. 
Table 1 and graph 2 show the range of GDP per capita figures in PPS for the regions of 
the CEC in comparison with the EU average. They include for all countries the regions 
with the highest and the lowest value respectively. The region with the highest value 
usually is the capital region. The only exception is Bulgaria where the highest value has 
been estimated in 1995 for the region of Bourgas. 
Graph 2: Regional differences in GDP per capita (PPS) in the CEC 
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2.2 Differences between the CEC regions 
Restricting the analysis now exclusively to the CEC, the GDP per capita value in PPS 
for Praha was some 310 % of the CEC average in 1996. The region with the second 
highest figure, Bratislavsky in the Slovak Republic, equalled 250 % of the CEC 
average. Altogether, 23 out of the 89 regions considered exceeded the CEC average: all 
regions of the Czech Republic, three in Hungary (Közép-Magyarorszag, Nyugat-
Dunántúl, Kózép-Dunántúl), seven in Poland (Warszawskie, Legnickie, Katowickie, 
Wroclawskie, Poznanskie, Szczecinskie, Plockie), the Romanian region of Bucure§ti, 
three in the Slovak Republic (Bratislavsky, Západné Slovensko and Stredné Slovensko) 
and Slovenia as a whole. 
Regional breakdown at level 2 except for Poland (level 3). In the case of Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania and 
Slovenia, the whole country corresponds to level 2. 
The figure for the Hungarian region of Dél-Alföld was closest to the CEC average, i.e. 
its GDP per capita in PPS was 100 % of the CEC average. The lowest values of GDP 
per capita in PPS were equal to some 60 % of the CEC average. 
The following two graphs exclude Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania and Slovenia as these 
countries are split into regions only at level 3. Graph 3 shows for each of the six 
remaining countries the regions with lowest GDP per capita values (in PPS) in 1996 
(1995 for Bulgaria and Romania), expressed in percent of the CEC and EU averages, 
graph 4 accordingly the regions with the highest values. 
The most striking fact when comparing both graphs, is that the differences between the 
CEC is larger for the regions with the highest GDP per capita than for the regions with 
the lowest values. This observation is an indication of different levels of regional 
disparities in the six CEC. 
Graph 3: Regions of the CEC with minimum value of GDP per capita 
in PPS in 1996 
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Graph 4: Regions of the CEC with maximum value of GDP per capita 
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2.3 Comparison of the regional GDP per capita distributions of the EU and the 
CEC 
A comparison of the latest estimations of regional GDP per capita in PPS shows 
interesting differences, but also common ground in the distributions of the EU and the 
CEC regions. Referring to the EU average in 1996, the GDP per capita figure was 224 
% in Inner London (United Kingdom), the EU region with the highest value, and 44 % 
in the Greek region of Ipeiros, the EU region with the lowest GDP per capita figure. 
The corresponding regions in the CEC were Praha in the Czech Republic (120 % of 
the EU average) and some Polish regions at level 3 with values of about 23 % of the 
EU average. In both cases (EU and CEC), the range is similar: about 1 to 5. 
2.4 Effects of enlargement on the regional GDP per capita 
Previous analysis showed that, in 1996, just one CEC region (Praha) showed a GDP 
per capita figure (in PPS) above the EU average. All other regions had values below 
the EU average, ranging from 97 % to 23 %. This result means, inter alia, that the EU 
average would decrease, assuming that some or all of the CEC were to join the EU 
under the current conditions. 
The figures estimated for 1996 would have reduced the average from 18,100 PPS (EU-
15) to some 15,700 PPS (EU-15 + 10 CEC). The effects at the national level are 
summarized in table 2, regional results are included in the annex. 
Table 2: Gross Domestic Product per capita in PPS for the EU Member States 

















































































* Data for 1995 
3. REGIONAL GROSS DOMESTIC PRODUCT PER CAPITA 
IN THE CENTRAL EUROPEAN COUNTRIES AT LEVEL 3 
3.1 Differences in GDP per capita in the regions of the Central European 
Countries at level 3 
The degree of regional differences in GDP per capita in PPS in the CEC increases 
when widening the scope to level 3, comparable to the NUTS 3 regions of the 
European Union. Exceptions are Bulgaria and the Czech Republic, where only data at 
level 2 are available. Table 3 and graph 5 summarize the results. The table shows for 
each country the level 3 regions with the highest, the second highest, the lowest and 
the second lowest values of regional GDP per capita in PPS in % of the European 
Union average in 19961 and the graph the corresponding range. 





















































































































Corresponding figures in ECU can be found in the annex 
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The relative regional GDP per capita differences between the two regions with the 
lowest figures are generally very low in all countries considered. In Bulgaria, Estonia, 
Hungary, Lithuania, Poland and Romania, this difference is just 1 percentage point, in 
the other four countries slightly higher, but never more than 9 percentage points (in 
the Slovak Republic). The percentages themselves, however, vary strongly between 
the different CEC, ranging from 16 % of the EU average in the Latvian region of 
Latgale to 56 % in the Slovenian region of Zasavska. 
The situation is clearly different when considering the highest and second highest 
regional GDP per capita figures. The most outstanding case in this respect is the 
situation in the Czech Republic. The region of Praha had the highest GDP per capita 
value in the country with 21,700 PPS, equal to 120 % of the EU average. The second 
highest GDP per capita figure was estimated for the region of Západocesky with 
11,400 PPS (63 % of the EU average), just half of the value for Praha. A similar ratio 
could be observed for the two regions of Bratislavsky and Trnavsky in the Slovak 
Republic as well as for Põhja-Eesti and Kirde-Eesti in Estonia. At the other end of the 
scale were Bulgaria, Lithuania and Romania, where the differences between the 
highest and the second highest regional GDP per capita values were just 2 or 3 
percentage points. 
11 
A more detailed analysis of the regional GDP per capita figures in PPS in the CEC at 
level 3 for 1996 (1995 for Bulgaria and Romania) leads to the following general 
results:2 
α The lowest GDP per capita figures were found in three regions of Latvia (Latgale, 
Vidzeme, Zemgale), one region in Lithuania (Tauragés) and two regions of 
Romania (Boto§ani, Vaslui). Their values ranged from 2,900 PPS for Latgale to 
around 3,900 PPS for Tauragés. 
α 69 out of 167 regions considered had GDP per capita figures below 30 % of the 
EU average (5, 300 PPS in 1996 and 5,100 PPS in 1995), mainly in Bulgaria and 
the Baltic countries, but also 50 % each of the regions in Poland and Romania. 
α There were just 25 regions whose GDP per capita equalled or exceeded 50 % of 
the EU averge. This group consists of all regions of Slovenia, seven regions in the 
Czech Republic (i.e. the whole country with the exception of the region of 
Stredocesky), three Hungarian regions (Budapest, Györ-Moson-Sopro and Vas), 
and the capital regions of Estonia (Põhja-Eesti), Poland (Warszawskie) and the 
Slovak Republic (Bratislavsky). 
α Only four regions of the CEC had GDP per capita (in PPS) figures above 75 % of 
the EU average: one region in Slovenia (Osrednjeslovenska) and the capital 
regions of Hungary (Budapest), the Slovak Republic (Bratislavsky) and the Czech 
Republic (Praha). 
When using the CEC average (6,400 PPS in 1995 and 7,000 PPS in 1996) instead as 
basis the core results are that: 
α 121 out of 167 CEC regions considered had GDP per capita (in PPS) values below 
the CEC average. 
α the GDP per capita value of a further 46 regions were above 100 % of the CEC, 
including mainly regions in the Czech Republic, Hungary, the Slovak Republic 
and Slovenia. 
2 For details, see annex 
12 
3.2 Bulgaria: just ten percentage point difference between the lowest and the 
highest GDP per capita value in 19953 
The GDP of Bulgaria was 40,805 million PPS or 10,019 million ECU in 1995. These 
amounts accounted for some 6 % of the total CEC GDP in PPS and some 4 % of the 
total GDP in ECU. The corresponding figures for 1993 were 37,550 million PPS and 
9,229 million ECU respectively. 
At national level, GDP per capita in PPS was some 4,900 PPS in 1995, ranging at 
regional level from 4,100 PPS for the region of Sofia (Oblast) to around 6,000 PPS for 
the region of Bourgas, i.e. from 24 % to 34 % of the EU average in 1995. The results 
indicate that per capita production is fairly equally distributed across the Bulgarian 
level 2 regions. A comparison with the situation in 1993 shows that the relative 
situation in some regions improved (increase up to 4 percentage points in the region of 
Plovdiv), whereas GDP per capita in other regions increased underproportionally, 
leading to a lower figure in % of the EU average (up to - 2 percentage points in the 
region of Montana). 
Graph 6 illustrates the absolute GDP per capita in PPS figures of the regions of 
Bulgaria in 1993 and 1995. 
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The basic figures are included in the annex 
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3.3 Czech Republic: even the lowest regional GDP per capita figure was 
almost 50 % of the EU average in 1996 
In 1996, the GDP of the Czech Republic was 120,772 million PPS (around 16 % of 
the total CEC GDP in PPS), equal to 44,478 million ECU (some 17 % of the total 
CEC GDP in ECU). These shares were constant since 1993 showing that the relative 
position of the Czech Republic in the CEC remained stable in terms of GDP. 
Relating the overall GDP figure to the total population leads to a GDP per capita 
figure of 11,700 PPS at national level in 1996 which is 65 % of the EU average of this 
year. Looking at the regional level 2, the regional GDP per capita figures of this year 
ranged from 49 % of the EU average in the region of Stfedocesky to 63 % in the 
region of Západocesky, excluding the outstanding position of the region of Praha with 
120 % of the EU average. The corresponding figures two years before were 47 % for 
the region with the lowest value and 58 % for the region with the highest value, again 
excluding the region of Praha from the analysis. 
Graph 7 summarizes the development of the GDP per capita figures in PPS for the 
regions of the Czech Republic from 1993 to 1996. 
Graph 7: GDP per capita in PPS for the regions of the Czech Republic 
from 1993 to 1996 
L^ 
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3.4 Estonia: only one region with a GDP per capita above 50 % of the EU 
average in 1996 
The total GDP of Estonia was some 9,000 million PPS or 3,432 million ECU in 1996, 
accounting for a mere one percent of the total GDP of all CEC in PPS as well as in 
ECU. This amount corresponds to a GDP per capita figure of some 6,100 PPS which 
equals 34 % of the EU average in 1996. 
Estonia is in this exercise split into only 5 regions. Four of these five regions had 
fairly similar GDP per capita figures ranging from 4,000 PPS (22 % of the EU 
average) in the region of Kesk-Eesti to around 4,600 PPS (25 % of the EU average) in 
the region of Kirde-Eesti. The capital region, however, again had an outstanding 
position with 9,200 PPS which was slightly more than 50 % of the EU average of this 
year. 
Graph 8 summarizes the regional GDP per capita in PPS differences in Estonia in 
1996. 
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3.5 Hungary: greater heterogeneity of regional GDP per capita than in other 
CEC 
The value of the national GDP of Hungary increased from about 80,355 million PPS 
in 1994 to 87,553 million PPS in 1996. The corresponding figures in ECU were 
32,187 million in 1994 and 35,583 million in 1996. The share of the Hungarian GDP 
in PPS in the total CEC GDP amounted to around 12 % in all years considered. 
Comparing it with the EU average of 1996, the national GDP per capita figure of 
Hungary of 8,600 PPS equals 47 %. Looking at regional differences the GDP per 
15 
capita figures ranged from 27 % in the region of Nógrád to some 88 % in Budapest, 
the capital region of Hungary, in 1996. The difference of 61 percentage points 
between the highest and the lowest GDP per capita figures is fairly large compared to 
other CEC, excluding cases like the Czech Republic with a strongly dominating 
capital region and all other regions being more or less at the same level. Altogether, 
three Hungarian regions had GDP per capita figures above 50 % of the EU average: 
Györ-Moson-Sopron, Vas and Budapest. The values of all other regions were below 
50 % of the EU average4. 
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Graph 9 shows the values of GDP per capita (in PPS) for the Hungarian regions from 
1994 to 1996. The comparison between the three years indicate that the per capita 
development in production is fairly strong in some of the Hungarian regions. An 
outstanding example is the development in Budapest, where the GDP per capita figure 
relative to the EU average increased by 4 percentage points from 1995 to 1996. 
For more details, see the annex 
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3.6 Latvia: fairly strong regional differences in GDP per capita at relatively 
low level 
Looking again first at the absolute national figure, the total value of GDP of Latvia 
amounted to around 11,601 million PPS or 4,047 million ECU in 1996. These figures 
equal some 1.5 % of the total GDP of all CEC in this year. 
The GDP per capita figure for Latvia as a whole, 4,700 PPS, corresponded in 1996 to 
26 % of the EU average. Regional GDP per capita of the 5 regions at level 3 
considered ranged from 2,900 PPS in the region of Latgal (16 % of the EU average) to 
some 6,700 PPS in the region of Riga (37 % of the EU average). The values for the 
other three regions were between 19 % and 28 % of the EU average, indicating that no 
one region dominates, as is the case in other CEC. 
Graph 10 shows the values of GDP per capita (in PPS) for the five regions of Latvia in 
1996. 
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3.7 Lithuania: fairly equal regional distribution of GDP per capita 
Lithuania's GDP totalled 19,655 million PPS or 6,299 million ECU in 1996, some 2.5 
% of the total CEC GDP. It was more than double the GDP of Estonia and about half 
of the value estimated for Bulgaria in 1995. 
The national GDP per capita figure in 1996, 5,300 PPS, equalled 29 % of the EU 
average. The range of the regional GDP per capita figures at level 3 was between 22 
% of the EU average in the region of Taurages and 35 % of the EU average in the 
capital region of Vilniaus. The corresponding figures in the other regions varied 
between 23 and 32 % of the EU average, indicating that the regional distribution of 
GDP per capita is not characterized by any dominating region. On the contrary, the 
values are fairly evenly spread across the 10 regions considered. 
Graph 11 shows the regional GDP per capita in PPS figures for the regions in 
Lithuania in 1996. 
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3.8 Poland: considerable increases of regional GDP per capita from 1995 to 
1996 in some voivodships 
The GDP of Poland is in absolute terms higher than in all other CEC considered. It 
equalled 245,145 million PPS (106,032 million ECU) in 1996, or around 33 % of the 
total CEC GDP in PPS. Just two out of the 49 Polish regions encompassed 25 % of 
the national GDP, Katowickie and the capital region of Warszawskie. The share of the 
other regions ranged from 1 % to 4 % in 1996. 
18 
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Regional GDP per capita figures in PPS in 1995 and 1996 are illustrated in graph 12. 
Looking at the figures of 1996, they varied between 4,100 PPS in the regions of 
Suwalskie and Nowosadeckie (23 % of the EU average) and 11,700 PPS in the capital 
region of Warszawskie (65 % of the EU average). The national average was some 
6,300 PPS, equal to 35 % of the EU average. 
The ranking in 1995 was almost the same, but at a lower level. The most striking 
result in this respect is the increase of the GDP per capita in the capital region from 
9,600 PPS to 11,700 PPS, equal to an increase of 10 percentage points from 55 % to 
65 % of the corresponding EU average. A similar increase was observed for the 
voivodship of Legnickie (48 % of the EU average in 1996). The GDP per capita rose 
in 46 out of the 49 voivodships, in many cases overproportionally which led to an 
increase of their GDP per capita figures in % of the EU average. As a consequence, 
the number of voivodships with a regional GDP per capita figure in PPS of 40 % or 
above of the EU average increased from three (Warszawskie (55 %), Plockie (47 %), 
Katowickie (43 %)) to seven (Warszawskie (65 %), Legnickie (48 %), Katowickie (45 
%), Wroclawskie and Poznanskie (42 %), Szczecinskie (41 %), Plockie (40%)) just 
within one year. 
3.9 Romania: no region with a GDP per capita figure in PPS above 50 % of 
the EU average 
The GDP of Romania amounted for 109,159 million PPS in 1993, 116,510 million 
PPS in 1994 and 126,122 million PPS in 1995. The corresponding figures in ECU 
were 22,618 million ECU in 1993, 25,246 million ECU in 1994 and 27,063 million 
ECU in 1995. A comparison of these figures with the national GDP of the other CEC 
shows that Romania's GDP equalled some 18 % in terms of PPS, but only 12 % in 
terms of ECU. 
Romania's GDP per capita figure in 1995, 5,600 PPS, was 32 % of the EU average. 
The regional differences were significantly though not extreme as in some other CEC. 
The region with the lowest GDP per capita figure at level 3 was Vaslui with 3,500 
PPS (20 % of the EU average), the region with the highest value was Bucuresti, the 
capital region (7,600 PPS or 44 % of the EU average). The ratio between both figures 
was 1 to 2.2, indicating that the GDP per capita in Bucuresti was some 2.2 times 
higher than in Vaslui. Only four out of the 41 Romanian regions had GDP per capita 
figures above 40 % of the EU average in 19952. 
Graph 13 illustrates the regional GDP per capita in PPS figures in Romania for the 
period 1993 to 1995. 
2 Romania currently has 42 regions at level 3 but, for lack of data, the figures for the region of Ilfov are 
combined with those of the region of Bucuresti. 
20 
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3.10 Slovak Republic: homogeneous regional GDP per capita distribution with 
the exception of the region of Bratislavsky 
The GDP of the Slovak Republic totalled 43,515 million PPS (14,619 million ECU) 
in 1996. Its share of the total CEC GDP was around 6 % in 1996. 
Compared to the national average of 8,100 PPS, the GDP per capita figure of the 
region of Bratislavsky had an outstanding position in 1996 (17,500 PPS or 97 % of the 
EU average) as well as in 1997 (19,900 PPS or 105 % of the 1997 EU average). The 
GDP per capita figures of the other regions ranged in contrast from around 30 % to 
some 45 % of the EU average, indicating a fairly equal distribution of the remaining 
seven regions. 
Graph 14 shows the GDP per capita figures in PPS for the regions of the Slovak 
Republic in 1996 and 1997. 
Graph 14: GDP per capita in PPS for the regions of the Slovak Republic 
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3.11 Slovenia: fairly equal distribution of regional GDP per capita with all 
values above 50 % of the EU average in 1996 
The national GDP of Slovenia was 24,240 million PPS or 14,860 million ECU in 
1996. These amounts equalled around 3 % of the total CEC GDP in PPS and some 5.6 
% in terms of ECU. 
Taking the population into account, the national GDP per capita figure in 1996, 
12,200 PPS, was higher than any other CEC national value. It corresponded to 67 % 
of the EU average. The regional figures ranged from 9,100 PPS (50 % of the EU 
average) in the region of Pomurska to 15,100 PPS (84 % of the EU average) in the 
region of Osrednjeslovenska. The value of this last region clearly exceeds the figures 
of the other regions though the dominance is not that strong as the dominance of the 
capital regions for example in the Czech or Slovak Republics. The GDP per capita 
figures of the other Slovenian regions were all between 10,100 PPS and 13,100 PPS, 
or between 56 % and 72 % of the EU average. 
Graph 15 illustrates the values of GDP per capita in PPS for the regions of Slovenia in 
1996. 
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4. METHODOLOGICAL REMARKS 
4.1. Methodology used and harmonized estimation procedure 
The data presented in this publication were basically supplied by the Central European 
Countries (CEC) to Eurostat in September 1998 with corrections up to the end of 
January 1999. 
This publication includes for the first time regional data on Gross Domestic Product 
(GDP), population and GDP per capita. Estimates of regional GDP in ECU and 
Purchasing Power Standard (PPS)1 are based on national GDP data provided by 
Eurostat's unit dealing with national accounts and regional Gross Value Added figures 
(GVA) at national currency provided by the CEC. National GDP figures in PPS or 
ECU for each country are split at regional level according to the regional structure of 
GVA. 
The methodology used to estimate regional Gross Value Added is based on the 
European System of National Accounts (ESA 1995), especially on chapter ΧΙΠ 
("Regional accounts"), and on the corresponding Eurostat document "Regional 
accounts methods: Gross value-added and gross fixed capital formation by activity". 
Nevertheless, each country has its own methodology and uses different methods for 
the régionalisation of GVA (top-down, bottom-up, pseudo-bottom-up method). The 
basic methodological approaches are: 
a) Bulgaria: a wide range of methods were used to obtain GVA by region, depending 
on the branch; the basic indicator in case of the top-down approach was the 
number of employees or the amount of wages and salaries; the regionalization of 
GVA was done at producer's prices; 
b) Czech Republic: the top-down method was used exclusively; the key for the 
allocation of GVA to regions was wages and salaries; the valuation of GVA was 
done at basic prices; 
c) Estonia: mixed methods were used with some concentration on the top-down 
approach; the basic indicator in case of the top-down method was wages and 
salaries; 
d) Hungary: a wide range of methods were used to obtain GVA by region, depending 
on the branch; the valuation of GVA was done at basic prices; 
1 Purchasing Power Standard is the artificial currency of Purchasing Power Parities (PPP). PPP 
calculations are based on major price surveys covering a basket of goods and services which are both 
comparable and representative for the countries included in the comparison. PPS eliminates the 
effects of different price levels from one country to another. 
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e) Latvia: a wide range of methods were used to obtain GVA by region, depending 
on the branch; the basic indicator in case of the top-down method was the number 
of employees; the valuation of GVA was done at basic prices; 
f) Lithuania: the top-down method was used exclusively; the key for the allocation of 
GVA to regions was wages and salaries; the valuation of GVA was done at basic 
prices; 
g) Poland: a wide range of methods were used with some concentration on the 
bottom-up approach using data for local kind-of-activity units; the valuation of 
GVA was done at basic prices, the calculation of GVA does not include FISIM2, 
i.e. gross output and intermediate consumption are calculated including FISIM; 
h) Romania: a wide range of methods were used; the basic indicator in case of the 
top-down approach was wages and salaries; the regionalization of GVA was done 
at basic prices; 
i) Slovak Republic: a wide range of methods were used to obtain GVA by region, 
depending on the branch; the basic indicator in case of the top-down approach was 
wages and salaries; the regionalization of GVA was done at basic prices; 
j) Slovenia: the top-down method was used exclusively; the basic indicators for the 
allocation of GVA to regions were numbers of employees and average wages and 
salaries. 
The CEC data are not yet fully in line with EU standards, i.e. particularly due to the 
weakness of CEC basic statistics and further needs for methodological improvements. 
The overall quality of the data, however, already makes reasonable comparisons 
between the CEC and with the EU Member States possible. 
4.2 Reference period 






































X - for this year the data are presented 
Financial Intermediation Services Indirectly Measured 
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4.3 Regional breakdown 
The results of national accounts are usually broken down into level 2 and/or level 3 
statistical regions for the Central European Countries. These regional levels have been 
determined according to the principles similar to those used in the establishment of 
the NUTS (Nomenclature of territorial units for statistics), the classification of the 
regions of the European Union Member States. The different regional levels used in 
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It should be kept in mind that the regional breakdown presented in the above table is 
in several countries under revision. Decisions on differing breakdown have already 
been taken in some countries like the Czech Republic or are in preparation like in 
Poland. 




Presenting figures of Gross Domestic Product per capita in PPS are rounded to 100 PPS. 
When analysing the tables, the reader should bear in mind the following: 
α because of the particular way in which PPS are worked out (annex B), the sum of 
GDP values in PPS for all regions does not tally with the corresponding value for EU-
15 Member States; 
α the current rules for compiling national accounts mean that values for France's 
overseas departments are excluded from the sums for France and the European 
Union; 
α Member States are shown in bold capitals in annex B, NUTS 1 regions in capitals and 
NUTS 2 in normal typeface; 
α Central Europeans Countries are shown in bold capitals in annexes A and B, regions 
at level 2 in normal typeface and regions at level 3 in italics; 
□ the figures for the Romanian region of Ilfov (regional level 3) are combined with 
those of the region of Bucuresti. 
Annex Al -
Population, gross domestic product and derived indicators for the regions of the Central European 
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Annex A2 
Population, gross domestic product and derived indicators for the regions of the Central European 
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Population, gross domestic product and derived indicators for the regions of the Central European 


























































































































































































































































































































per capita in 




















































per capita in 
































































































































































































































































































































































































per capita in 























































per capita in 













































































































































































































































































































































per capita in 














































per capita in 















































Population, gross domestic product and derived indicators for the regions of the Central European 
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Gross domestic product (GDP) for the regions of the European Union and the Central European 
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